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REMARKS/AIUxUMENTS 
Claims 1-20, 22-60, 62, and 64-65 are pending in the application. A listing of 
clciims is provided above in order lo facilitate the Examiner's review of the below remarks.. 

Diseitssion of Rejections Under 35 U.SvC. §103 

Claims 1-20, 22-60, and 62-65 apparently siand rejected under 35 U.S.C. i 03(a) 
in view of L'.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0008669 (Stein) in -view of U.S. Patent 
Application Pubhcation No 2003 '0050077 (Takcuchi), The Offioe Action listed Icsjs than ail of 
these claims a.s benit; icjene<i (ui pauc but addressed all of these claims in the foUov'.nag pages 
discussing the reicciions. 

Appiicaru respeciiuily asserts that Stem, as expianied m ihe Amendment dated 
Scptcmlier , 7, 2009, docs not teach at least the clement in claim 1 of 1*1^1 including location node 
icentification and longitude and latitude information of the location node, or sunilai- features in 
independent claims 27, 42. 62, and 64. Stein further does not teach at le^t a similar feature in 
independent claim 65. The citation of Takenchi does not malce up for tliese deficiencies. The 
"Response to Arguinents" in the Office Action dated December 10, 2009 noted that 
Apphcani's arguments were considered but moot in view ot the new grounds of rejection. It is 
respecttuhy asserted that the new grounds of rejection do not address the distinctions rclat.ive to 
Sicn.. .1 , : jKO.-.e!.] ..s 'un c.tod ici 'iuil\irg up for the tk l ^ ol Siein noted in the September 
1 7. 2009 .\mendracnt. Thus, the ai'guments previousl}' presented are not moot. 

In a Response filed August 10, 2009:. ,i\pplicant argued that Stein does not teach, 
disclose, or suggest at least a location node that pro\ides longitude and latitude of the location 
node in position estimate ini^irmation (PIrJ). 

!n an Adx imm} Vet or dated September L 200=X the I xaninvt responded that 
S.c.i'i. .r ■MMsi'-.tpLs 41-4 docs le.ich or suggest this feature Adv .soj\ Al1.km\ p 1 

in die Am.cndment dated September 17, 2009. Applicant explained that 
paragraphs 41-43 of Siein discuss fcauires that are distinct from the those claimed hi the instant 
application. Stein discusses that repeatcis aic assigned idcntiiication codes and that one or more 
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position estimates aie ui.cd lor ihc repeatos *i|0041] I he identification code and the posiuon 
estimate foi each repeater naj' be sloped ir a tab^e located at a po.sition deiemimmg entst) 
(PDI-X the terminal whose location !^ To be dctennined, 3 base station, and-oj a J^ase station 
controiier- ^[0042]. Ihe identiticalion codes are transmitted to the icrmir.ab. *[(jU43j. The 
position ebtimaie c.u that be dL.te.uuaed f inv the sttned ii'entjfu ation ^.ode and stoied post ujn 
estimate using the transmitted uienrihcauou code. *^;[ 0(m2 | . 

I bus, in Stem the idenuricdt.on code ij* transmitted to the tcrrmna' from a 
repeater, and the position estimate of the repeater is retrieved from a stared table. The position 
Cfct.natc of iic repeater is not transmu ted by the repeater to the terminal When Stein, m 
pa'agMph 0042, mentions that the idcnlification code and the position estimate are to be 
' run idoo fo v m ac s Men ' . ^< i.,s t lat they aie pro\ tded in a stored table, not transraittca 
or transm itted by s.he repeater to the t enmnal 

Con\ ersci) claim 1 j ecttes a method for calculating an esum. tc of a mobile 
station \\hctc me method includes "coUcctmg m a mobile station, position estimate mibrmat.on 
(PEI) transmitted by a location node m one or more messages earned on at least one of a 
common cliannel or a dedicated channel, and wherein the PEI in the one or more messages 
melLdcs a locatU)n node identification and iongnnde and latitude information of the location 
noiii 'erph ..IS d idedi [ akeach is , iVv fo' .!ib».M sing brsc stat ons nd i. no' make up 
tor these deticienciea oi Stem, hidepencient claims 42 and 62 mcluoe leaiurcii that are 
s I < l^ i \ the ^<u^e as those discussed Jxal m cu't'c i .o u'ai p 1 independent chum 27 
ine I Jes a leatuie ol ^'icctiving in a position deiernination entit> the PLl paramaers which 
ha\e been sent by the mobile station, the PEI paiameteis including information fiom which the 
location ncxie can be located or identifiea and wherein the PEI parameters contain some or all of 
'be ^^FI iccci\ed f'om the location node and additional mfonnation which can be identified h\ 
'he 1 lohJe siatio i has. -> o i \ox\ kk uqj'le i to; ration \ eluded ■ i the P> h-jdependeni 
ciami 64 ird >dts si Ds^am a'K i . ka a-cs disu ssod abo\e in icL t c n to e .im 1 ana eUum 2"' 
ndcpenJeni claim 6^ ceucs a nohi'e s'ation that iceRktc , a puxcsso (.onlie,uied to dc o nnne 
o^atioa oodt idcntificat on and ioi'^gittdo and l.tiKide nlonnauon oi a io^-aijon rot'e near ITl 
received Irom the location node. 
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Thus, independent claims \, 27, 42, 62, 64, and 65 are patentable in view of Stein 
and Takeuchi for at least these reasons. For at least these same reasons, claims 2-20, 22-26, 28- 
41, and 43-60, that respectively depend from independent claims 1, 27, and 42. are pteatable in 
view of Stein, 

New Ciaims 

Dependeirt claims 66-67 have been added. These claims depend from 
independeni claims 65 and I , respeciiveiy. and are patentable for at least the reason that they 
depend from patentable claims. No new a-saUer has been iniroduced by these claims. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing, all claims now pending in this Application are believed 
to be in cpitditjon for ailowfance. The issuanee of a fbrmai Notice of AtlovmnGe at an early date 
is respeetfully requested. 

It is believed that the instant response is filed within the shortened statutory 
period for response provided in the Office Action of December 10, 2009. 

If a fee is required for an extension of time under 37 CFR 1.136 not accounted for 
above, such an extension is requested and the fee .should also be charged to our Deposit Account, 
In the event that additional fees are required or credit is due, authorization is hereby given to 
charge or credit Deposit Aeet. No. 17-G026. 

if the Iixarniner believes a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of 
this application, please telephone the undersigned. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Dated: March -5 .2010 Andrea L. Mays 

Reg. No. 43,721 

Ql-iALCOMM Ineorporated 
Attn: Patent Department 
5775 Morehouse Drive 
San Diego, Caliteia 92121-1714 
Tel: (858) 651-5178 
Fax: (858) 658-2502 
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